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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-10 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claim 1, are the elements of the last three lines really a "holder"' (line 1), or 
a • - system - -? The preamble calls for a holder, but the body of the claims are directed 
to a system, as the body is a list of elements ("means for holding a probe" and "means 
for providing gas" to the same probe) without any claimed connection. Note that claim 2 
calls for a connection, suggestive that claim 1 is directed to a system. 

As to claim 8, how many of "a plurality" are required to provide the number 
necessary to provide for "circumferentially disposed"? Normally, "plurality" means at 
least two, but two arguably does not provide a circumference. 

As to claim 26, claim 25 expressly states that the second pressure is "higher" 
(last line of claim 25) than the first; but claim 26 expressly suggests that both the first 
and second pressures may be the same value. (Note that the claimed ranges in claim 
26 do allow for the possibility that both the first and second pressures are lOpsi,) Thus, 
claim 26 is not consistent with intermediate claim 25. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-3,7,8,6,11-13,16,19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by DeThomas et al. 

As to claimsl ,1 1 ,12,19,20, DeThomas et al teach a probe 15 holder, comprising: 
means to hold a probe 15 (either a portion of the vertical wall of container 13, or even 
the entire container 13), and blowers providing air to the contents of the container 
resulting in blowing air and powder scrubbing the probe. (See col. 3, lines 16-23) It is 
the providing of the air to the window that clears contaminants from the window. 

As to claims 2,3, the blowers are in the container 13 which holds the probe, and 
the mesh 14 has many orifices near the probe detecting end. 

As to claim 7, the volume below the mesh 14 is a manifold. 

As to claims 8,6,21 , apertures in mesh have a plurality of arrangements of 
apertures. 

As to claim 13, the probe is securely placed in the wall of the container. 

As to claim 16, the powder is processed, and material removed from the 
detecting portion of the probe contains moisture that would othenA^ise have been 
measured. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 22, 25 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over DeThomas. 
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DeThomas expresses drying/measuring in a "batch" (col. 3, line 29) process, but 
the written specification does not refer to a plurality of measurements. 

As to claim 22, it would have been obvious to utilize the assembly of Figure 1 to 
provide for a plurality of batch dryings/measurings, as it is known that a plurality of batch 
processes will permit for a large quantity of material to be processed. A plurality of 
batch processes carried out in order (example, three batches in a row) necessarily 
results in a plurality of batches having measurements (the first and third batch), while 
the middle batch necessarily includes gas application during the second batche's drying 
stage. 

As to claims 25, 26, it would have been obvious in DeThomas's "batch" process 
to fill the container with material while the blowers are off so that material will not fly out 
of the entry of the container during insertion, and then subsequently turning the blowers 
on and measuring. This is especially so as it is known to place material into a container 
via a top located lid. 

Claims 4,5,9,10,13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DeThomas et al as applied to claims 2,1 ,1 1 above, and further in 
view of McGowan et al. 

As to claims 4,5,9, 1 0, 1 3, 1 4, 1 5, it would have been obvious to employ 
McGowan's flange52/bolt50/weld48(with attached sleeve) type coupling to connect 
DeThomas's probe to the container wall 13 because DeThoma's schematic connection 
between the probe 15 and container 13 is suggestive of any known (McGowan's) probe 
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cx)nnection. McGowan teaches that flange coupling allow for secure probe connections 
to walls. 

Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeThomas et a! as applied to claim16 above, and further in view of Applicant's 
Statement. 

As to claim 17, Applicant describes (p. 1 of written specification) a need to 
determine moisture content of process material (pharmaceutical) in a dryer, but does 
not apply a probe. 

As to claims 17 and 18, it would have been obvious to DeThomas's system to 
accurately measure the moisture of such material as DeThomas teaches that moisture 
of powder may accurately be determined by use of a probe. 

Claims 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeThomas et al as applied to claim 19 above, and further in view of McGowan et 
at and Applicant's Statement. 

As to claims 23 and 24, it would have been obvious to employ McGowan's 
flange52/bolt50/weld48(with attached sleeve) type coupling to connect DeThomas's 
probe to the container wall 13 because DeThoma's schematic connection between the 
probe 15 and container 13 is suggestive of any known (McGowan's) probe connection. 
McGowan teaches that flange coupling allow for secure probe connections to walls. In 
addition, it would have been obvious to DeThomas^s system to accurately measure the 
moisture of such material as DeThomas teaches that moisture of powder may 
accurately be determined by use of a probe. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Church et al has an o-ring 40 for sealing. 

Ply passes gas passed a window to directly clean/protect the window with the 

gas. 

Mclntyre teaches calibration gas within a probe. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert R. Raevis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2204. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7am to 4pm. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding Is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



